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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

10. Claims 1-8, 14-21, 27, 28, 30-32, 34, 35 and 37 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 6,185,598 by Farber et al. (Farber). 

1 1 . With respect to Claim 1 , Farber teaches a method for mediating a web page at 
an intermediate server (Col. 8 line 54 - Col. 9 line 8) comprising: retrieving the web 
page from a target web server (Col. 8 line 54-66); ensuring that the web page will not be 
cached (Col. 23 lines 5-11); and changing a dynamic link in the web page to refer to the 
intermediate server (Col. 16 lines 51-65). 

12. With respect to Claim 2, Farber teaches all the limitations of Claim 1 and further 
teaches wherein the dynamic link is a relative link, and the step of changing a relative 
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link in the web page further comprises: if the relative link contains a base tag, modifying 
the base tag to refer to the intermediate server (Col. 16 lines 51-65); and if the relative 
link does not contain the base tag, inserting a reference base tag, wherein the reference 
base tag refers to the intermediate server (Col. 16 lines 51-65). 

13. With respect to Claim 3, Farber teaches all the limitations of Claim 1 and further 
teaches wherein the step of ensuring the web page will not be cached comprises setting 
the web page to expire immediately (Col. 23 lines 5-1 1 ). 

14. With respect to Claim 4, Farber teaches all the limitations of Claim 1 and further 
teaches the dynamic link is an absolute URL, and further comprising identifying the 
absolute URL by a protocol (Col. 16 line 51 - Col. 17 line 23 and Col. 6 lines 16-35). 

1 5. With respect to Claim 5, Farber teaches ail the limitations of Claim 1 and further 
teaches the step of changing a dynamic link to the intermediate server further 
comprises using a host name to define the target web server associated with the web 
page (Col. 9 lines 45-65). 

1 6. With respect to Claim 6, Farber teaches all the limitations of Claim 1 and further 
teaches the step of changing a dynamic link to refer to the intermediate server further 
comprises using a port to define the target web server associated with the web page 
(Col. 7 lines 37-46). 

1 7. With respect to Claim 7, Farber teaches all the limitations of Claim 1 and further 
teaches identifying a resource type according to a resource source tag in the web page; 
and marking the resource type (Col. 16 line 66 - Col. 17 line 5). . 
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18. With respect to Claim 8 Farber teaches all the limitations of Claim 1 and further 
teaches changing a document.domain script command to refer to a domain for the 
intermediate server (Col 16 line 52- Col.*17 line 5). 

19. With respect to Claim 14, Farber teaches a system for mediating a web page at 
an intermediate server (Col. 8 line 54 - Col. 9 line 8) comprising: a computer readable 
medium; and software instructions stored on the computer readable medium, wherein 
the software instructions are operable to: retrieve the web page from a target web 
server (Col. 8 line 54-66); ensure that the web page will not be cached (Col. 23 lines 5- 
1 1 ); and change a dynamic link in the web page to refer to the intermediate server (Col. 
16 lines 51-65). 

20. With respect to Claim 1 5, Farber teaches all the limitations of Claim 1 4 and 
further teaches the software instructions are further operable to ensure that the web 
page will not be cached comprises setting the web page to expire immediately (Col. 23 
lines 5-11). 

21 . With respect to Claim 16, Farber teaches all the limitations of Claim 14 and 
further teaches wherein the dynamic link is a relative link, and wherein the software 
instructions are further operable to: if the relative link contains a base tag, modify the 
base tag to refer to the intermediate server (Col. 16 lines 51-65); and if the relative link 
does not contain the base tag, insert a reference base tag, wherein the reference base 
tag refers to the intermediate server (Col. 16 lines 51-65). 
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22. With respect to Claim 17, Farber teaches all the limitations of Claim 14 and 
further teaches the software instructions are further operable to use a host name to 
define the target web server associated with the web page (Col. 9 lines 45-65). 

23. With respect to Claim 18, Farber teaches all the limitations of Claim 14 and 
further teaches the software instructions are further operable to use a port to define the 
target web server associated with the web page (Col. 7 lines 37-46). 

24. With respect to Claim 19, Farber teaches all the limitations of Claim 14 and 
further teaches the dynamic link is an absolute URL, and the software instructions are 
further operable to identify the absolute URL by a protocol (Col. 16 line 51 - Col. 17 line 
23 and Col. 6 lines 16-35). 

25. With respect to Claim 20, Farber teaches all the limitations of Claim 14 and 
further teaches the software instructions are further operable to: identify a resource type 
according to a resource source tag in the web page; and mark the resource type (Col. 
16 line 66 -Col. 17 line 5). 

26. With respect to Claim 21 Farber teaches all the limitations of Claim 14 and 
further teaches the software instructions are further operable to: change a 
document.domain script command to refer to a domain for the intermediate server (Col 
16 line 52- Col. 17 line 5). 

27. With respect to Claim 27, Farber teaches a method for mediating a web page at 
an intermediate server (Col. 8 line 54 - Col. 9 line 8) comprising: retrieving the web 
page from a target web server (Col. 8 line 54-66); ensuring that the web page will not be 
cached (Col. 23 lines 5-11); identifying an absolute URL by a protocol (Col. 16 line 51 - 
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Col. 17 line 23 and Col. 6 lines 16-35); and changing the absolute URL to refer to the 
intermediate server (Col. 16 line 51 - Col. 17 line 23). 

28. With respect to Claim 28, Farber teaches all the limitations of Claim 27 and 
further teaches changing a relative URL in the web page to refer to the intermediate 
server (Col. 16 lines 51-65). 

29. With respect to Claim 30, Farber teaches all the limitations of Claim 27 and 
further teaches the step of ensuring the web page will not be cached comprises setting 
the web page to expire immediately (Col. 23 lines 5-1 1 ). 

30. With respect to Claim 31 , Farber teaches a method for mediating a web page at 
an intermediate server (Col. 8 line 54 - Col. 9 line 8) comprising: retrieving the web 
page from a target web server (Col. 8 line 54-66); ensuring that the web page will not be 
cached (Col. 23 lines 5-11); and changing a relative link in the web page to refer to the 
intermediate server, further comprising: if the relative link contains a base tag, modify 
the base tag to refer to the intermediate server (Col. 16 lines 51-65); and if the relative 
link does not contain the base tag, insert a reference base tag, wherein the reference 
base tag refers to the intermediate server (Col. 16 lines 51-65). 

31 . With respect to Claim 32, Farber teaches all the limitations of Claim 31 and 
further teaches changing an absolute URL in the web page to refer to the intermediate 
server (Col. 16 line 51 - Col. 17 line 23 and Col. 6 lines 16-35). 

32. With respect to Claim 34, Farber teaches all the limitations of Claim 31 and 
further teaches the step of ensuring the web page will not be cached comprises setting 
the web page to expire immediately (Col. 23 lines 5-1 1 ). 
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33. With respect to Claim 35, Farber teaches a method for mediating a web page at 
an intermediate server (Col. 8 line 54 - Col. 9 line 8) comprising: retrieving the web 
page from a target web server (Col. 8 line 54-66); ensuring that the web page is not 
cached (Col. 23 lines 5-1 1 ); and changing an absolute link in the web page to refer to 
the intermediate server (Col. 16 line 51 - Col. 17 line 23 and Col. 6 lines 16-35); and 
changing a relative link in the web page to refer to the intermediate server (Col. 16 lines 
51-65). 

34. With respect to Claim 37, Farber teaches all the limitations of Claim 35 and 
further teaches the step of ensuring the web page will not be cached comprises setting 
the web page to expire immediately (Col. 23 lines 5-1 1 ). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

35. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is hot identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

36. Claims 9 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Farber in view of U.S. Patent 6,021 ,435 by Nielsen. 

37. With respect to Claim 9, Farber teaches some types of links may possibly be 
unsupported (Col. 17 lines 28-36). Farber does not explicitly disclose an the use of an 
error message. Nielsen teaches using an error message (Col. 1 line 66 - Col. 2 line 6). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
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was made to take the method disclosed by Farber and modify it as indicated by Nielsen 
such that the method further comprises replacing an unsupported link with an error 
message. One would be motivated to have this as it increases the efficiency of user 
browsing (Col. 1 lines 45-50 of Nielsen). 

38. With respect to Claim 22, Farber teaches some types of links may possibly be 
unsupported (Col. 17 lines 28-36). Farber does not explicitly disclose an the use of an 
error message. Nielsen teaches using an error message (Col. 1 line 66 - Col. 2 line 6). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to take the system disclosed by Farber and modify it as indicated by Nielsen 
such that the system further comprises software instructions which are further operable 
to replace an unsupported link with an error message. One would be motivated to have 
this as it increases the efficiency of user browsing (Col. 1 lines 45-50 of Nielsen). 

39. Claims 10, 11, 23, 24, 29, 33 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Farber in view of U.S. Patent 6,510,462 by Blumenau 
(Blumenau). 

40. With respect to Claim 1 0, Farber teaches all the limitations of Claim 1 but does 
not explicitly disclose recording a set of creation details for a first cookie. Blumenau 
teaches recording a set of creation details for a first cookie (Col. 5 lines 60-67). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to take the method disclosed by Farber and modify it as indicated by Blumenau such 
that the method further comprises recording a set of creation details for a first cookie. 
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One would be motivated to have this as it enables accurate tracking of web usage (Col. 
2 lines 21-23 and Col. 5 line 60 - Col. 6 line 3 of Blumenau). 

41 . With respect to Claim 1 1 , Farber in view of Blumenau teaches all the limitations 
of Claim 10 and further teaches the set of creation details is recorded from an http- 
header (Col. 5 lines 60-67 of Blumenau). 

42. With respect to Claim 23, Farber teaches all the limitations of Claim 22 but does 
not explicitly disclose recording a set of creation details for a first cookie. Blumenau 
teaches recording a set of creation details for a first cookie (Col. 5 lines 60-67). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to take the system disclosed by Farber and modify it as indicated by Blumenau such 
that the system further comprises software instructions further operable to record a set 
of creation details for a first cookie. One would be motivated to have this as it enables 
accurate tracking of web usage (Col. 2 lines 21-23 and Col. 5 line 60 - Col. 6 line 3 of 
Blumenau). 

43. With respect to Claim 24, Farber in view of Blumenau teaches all the limitations 
of Claim 23 and further teaches software instructions further operable to record the set 
of creation details from an http-header (Col. 5 lines 60-67 of Blumenau). 

44. With respect to Claim 29, Farber teaches all the limitations of Claim 27 but does 
not explicitly disclose recording a set of greation details for a first cookie. Blumenau 
teaches recording a set of creation details for a first cookie (Col. 5 lines 60-67). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to take the method disclosed by Farber and modify it as indicated by Blumenau such 
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that the method further comprises recording a set of creation details for a first cookie. 
One would be motivated to have this as it enables accurate tracking of web usage (Col. 
2 lines 21-23 and Col. 5 line 60 - Col. 6 line 3 of Blumenau). 

45. With respect to Claim 33, Farber teaches all the limitations of Claim 31 but does 
not explicitly disclose recording a set of creation details for a first cookie. Blumenau 
teaches recording a set of creation details for a first cookie (Col. 5 lines 60-67). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to take the method disclosed by Farber and modify it as indicated by Blumenau such 
that the method further comprises recording a set of creation details for a first cookie. 
One would be motivated to have this as it enables accurate tracking of web usage (Col. 
2 lines 21-23 and Col. 5 line 60 -Col. 6 line 3. of Blumenau). 

46. With respect to Claim 36, Farber teaches all the limitations of Claim 35 but does 
not explicitly disclose recording a set of creation details for a first cookie. Blumenau 
teaches recording a set of creation details for a first cookie (Col. 5 lines 60-67). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to take the method disclosed by Farber and modify it as indicated by Blumenau such 
that the method further comprises recording a set of creation details for a first cookie. 
One would be motivated to have this as it enables accurate tracking of web usage (Col. 
2 lines 21-23 and Col. 5 line 60 - Col. 6 line 3 of Blumenau). 
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47. Claims 12 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Farber in view of Blumenau as applied to claims 23 and 10 above, and further in 
view of U.S. Patent 5,948,061 by Merriman et al. (Merriman). 

48. With respect to Claim 12, Farber in view of Blumenau teaches all the limitations 
of Claim 10 and further teaches includes a set of creation details of a first cookie(Col. 5 
lines 60-67 of Blumenau), but does not explicitly disclose causing a browser to send a 
second cookie to the intermediate server. Merriman teaches causing a browser to send 
a second cookie to an intermediate server (Col. 3 lines 41-47). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to take the 
method disclosed by Farber in view of Blumenau and modify it as indicated by Merriman 
such that the method further comprises causing a browser to send a second cookie to 
the intermediate web server, wherein the second cookie includes the set of creation 
details for the first cookie. One would be motivated to have this as there is need to 
gather information about users (Col. 2 lines 1-3 of Merriman). 

49. With respect to Claim 25, Farber in view of Blumenau teaches all the limitations 
of Claim 14 and further teaches includes a set of creation details of a first cookie(Col. 5 
lines 60-67 of Blumenau), but does not explicitly disclose causing a browser to send a 
second cookie to the intermediate server. Merriman teaches causing a browser to send 
a second cookie to an intermediate server (Col. 3 lines 41-47). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to take the 
system disclosed by Farber in view of Blumenau and modify it as indicated by Merriman 
such that the system further comprises software instructions further operable to cause a 
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browser to send a second cookie to the intermediate web server, wherein the second 
cookie includes the set of creation details for the first cookie. One would be motivated 
to have this as there is need to gather information about users (Col. 2 lines 1-3 of 
Merriman). 

50. Claim 13 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Farber in view of "HTML: The Definitive Guide, Third Edition" by Musciano et al. 
(Musciano). 

51 . With respect to Claim 13, Farber teaches all the limitations of Claim 1 but does 
not explicitly disclose changing a form GET submission to a form POST submission. 
Musciano teaches that a form POST submission can be used instead of a form GET 
submission when both POST and GET are supported (Page 326, section 10.2.4.1 
'POST or GET?'). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to take the method disclosed by Farber and 
modify it as indicated by Musciano such that the method further comprises changing a 
form GET submission to a form POST submission. One would be motivated to have 
this as it would enhance the system by allowing servers with form processing limitations 
to handle forms with numerous fields or long text fields (Page 326, section 10.2.4.1 
'POST or GET?'). 

52. With respect to Claim 26, Farber teaches all the limitations of Claim 14 but does 
not explicitly disdose changing a form GET submission to a form POST submission. 
Musciano teaches that a form POST submission can be used instead of a form GET 
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submission when both POST and GET are supported (Page 326, section 10.2.4.1 
'POST or GET?'). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to take the system disclosed by Farber and 
modify it as indicated by Musciano such that the system further comprises software 
instructions which are further operable to change a form GET submission to a form 
POST submission. One would be motivated to have this as it would enhance the 
system by allowing servers with form processing limitations to handle forms with 
numerous fields or long text fields (Page 326, section 10.2.4.1 'POST or GET?'). 

Conclusion 

53. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

54. U.S. Patent 5,835,718 by Blewett "URL rewriting pseudo proxy server" November 
10, 1998. Discloses tracking of user interaction by rewriting URLs on the fly. 

55. U.S. Patent 6,052,730 by Felciano et al. "Method for monitoring and/or modifying 
web browsing sessions" April 18, 2000. -Discloses an intermediate server that utilizes a 
CGI script to modify URLs such that they point to the intermediate server for use in 
monitoring web browsing activities. 

56. U.S. Patent 6,356,934 by Delph "Intermediate server having control program for 
storing content accessed during browsing sessions and playback program for 
asynchronously replaying browsing sessions." March 12,2002. Discloses modification 
of URLs to point back to the intermediate server. 
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57. U.S. Patent 6,401 ,077 by Godden et al. "Method and system for providing 
additional behavior through a web page" June 4, 2002. Discloses the use of a portal 
server that redirects navigational URLs in each web page back through the portal 
server. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David Lazaro whose telephone number is 703-305- 
4868. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain Alam can be reached on 703-308-6662. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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